Sarah Tarleton Colvin 
To fight protective legislation and ‘‘anything and everything that militates 


against women as women,” and to raise the membership of the National 
Woman's Party to 200,000—should be two main objectives of the Party, in 
the opinion of Sarah T. Colvin, its newly-elected National Chairman. Mrs. 
Colvin, whose home is in St. Paul, Minnesota, will make her first appearance 
at a Party Convention in the role of National Chairman at the Regional 
Convention to be held January 13 and 14 at the Penn-Harris Hotel, Harris- 
burg, Pennsylvania. Delegates to the Convention will represent five States— 
Pennsylvania, New York, New Jersey, Maryland and Delaware, 
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OBJECT OF THE WOMAN’S PARTY | 


The object of this organization shall be 

to secure for women complete equality 

with men under the law and in all human 
relationships. 


THE LUCRETIA MOTT AMENDMENT 

“Men and women shall have Equal Rights 

throughout the United States and every 
place subject to its jurisdiction.” 


“Congress shall have power to enforce 
this article by appropriate legislation.” 


[Senate Joint Resolution Number 1] 
House Joint Resolution Number 1] 


Introduced in the Senate March 10, 1933, 
by Senator JOHN G. TOWNSEND, Delaware. 


Introduced in the House March 9, 1933, 
by REPRESENTATIVE Lovis LUDLOW, Indiana. 


| Equal Rights 
English Women Protest 


HE right of married women to paid work was strongly upheld recently 
ze by the National Council of Women in conference at Torquay, England, 

as a protest against the dismissal of married women by business firms, 
the Chamber of Commerce, and the Civil Service. The 400 delegates from 129 
national societies agreed that interference with the right of every individual 
to sell his labor for gain meant slavery. 


In the opinion of Mrs. Eva Hartdee of Cambridge, the question of who in 
a family shall earn the family income is without any doubt one which should be 
settled within the family and not by an arbitrary outside ruling. Employers, 
she said, should be concerned only with the work done and not with the sex 
of the person who does it. The effect of turning married women out of work 
results in wastage of talent, in a restless inability on the part of young 
single women to take seriously work which threatens to be only of temporary > 
nature, and, possibly most serious of all, in a rapidly increasing inclination 
among young men and women to live together unmarried in order to evade 
the penalty of more orderly conduct. 


That the world is undergoing an industrial revolution in which it is 
becoming evident that man will no longer be the supporter of woman was 
pointed out by Mrs. Oliver Strachey. The family, she said, is going to enter 
into a new phase, of which equality of responsibility will be the prevailing 
characteristic. Man and woman will be jointly in charge of the raising of | 
income and jointly in charge of the internal affairs of home life. 


“We have got to face this,” continued Mrs. Strachey, “and be wise enough 
to see that in turning women out of well-paid work, we are not turning them 
out of the labor market, but merely squeezing them down into the lowest paid 
occupations and thereby fighting against inevitable economic change.” 


Women all over the world are alarmed as they see their economic inde- 


pendence threatened, and they are ee as never before to demand their 
to work. 


Charles and Lindbergh 


| A NNE MORROW. LINDBERGH might have been content to shine in the 


light of her husband’s greatness. Events of recent months show that 
she has chosen not to be a saitellite, but to be a star herself—and one 
of the first magnitude. 


As our readers know, Mrs. Lindbergh is accompanying her distinguished 


_ husband on a survey, which began in July, of South American air routes for 
Pan-American Airways, for which the colonel is technical adviser. She is 


making the trip, however, not as a passenger, but as a genuine sharer and 
partner in their joint enterprise. How extremely well-performed and valuable 
her contribution has been, is shown by the tribute paid her by Rear Admiral 
Ernest J. King, Chief of Naval Aeronautics, himself an aviator of note, the 
day after the Lindberghs had completed their 1875-mile span across the South 
Atlantic, ending at Natal, Brazil. The Admiral’s comments have the quality 
of an admiration almost as breathless as the event itself. 


“Mrs. Lindbergh,” he said, “has proved herself an efficient navigator and 
a capable radio operator. 


“Navigation is a difficult art for anyone. So far as I know, she is the 


only woman alive who can do it. Her remarkable skill is illustrated by the 
accuracy with which her plane reached its goal. 


“Mrs. Lindbergh, in reality, is in a class by herself. Her reports of the 
plane’s position, made every fifteen minutes all night, prove to be unerring. 


“The more praise is due her because charting positions by dead reckoning 
is a difficult task at best. Many elements enter into the computations and a 
slight error can throw the calculations completely off. 

“The team work by her and Colonel Lindbergh was commendable in the 
extreme. Particularly is their flight to be praised when it is considered they 
were held up hours in leaving by various troubles, and finally had to depart 
with only part of the gasoline load.” 

“Bravo, Charles and Anne Lindbergh! They have written a portent in the 
sky, Admiral King praises their “team-work,” but genuine team-work is pos- 
sible only among equals. In the face of their achievement how utterly silly is the 
theory of woman’s inferiority. The world will pay homage to these two for 
a superb aeronautical feat, but Feminists will read into their latest flight a 
much deeper significance—nothing less than the dawning of complete equality 
of men and women under the law and in all human relationships. 
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December 16, 1933 


Equality in Nationality—An Emergency Matter 


Party who happened to visit the 
National Headquarters last spring 
before Congress adjourned , “H. R. 3673” 
—that is, the abbreviation used for the 
House Resolution of that number—be- 
came almost as familiar as their own 
names. 
To others—or at least until it was ex- 
plained that H. R. 3673 meant the Equal 
Nationality Bill—it had a mysterious, al- 


Ts members of the National Woman’s 


most cabalistic sound. Even after they — 


learned its meaning, many expressed sur- 
prise that there should be any need for 
an Equal Rights Nationality Bill. Did 
not the Cable Act of 1922, they demanded, 
establish equality in nationality between 
American men and women? 

The answer is, no. The Cable Act 
established equality in nationality be- 
tween men and women with one important 
exception. It did not wipe out inequali- 


ties in the law as between mothers and | 


fathers in transmitting nationality to 
children. 

Under the law as it exists today, a child 
born outside the United States can derive 
American citizenship only if the father 
is an American citizen. It cannot derive 
citizenship in this country if the father is 
an alien even though the mother be an 
American. 

LSO under the present law it is uncer- 
tain whether an alien mother who be- 
comes naturalized can transmit United 
States citizenship to her minor children 
born abroad who are admitted for perma- 
nent residence in the United States during 
their minority. The passage of H. R. 
3673 will clear up this uncertainty so that 
alien mothers would have the same right 
as alien fathers, under similar circum- 
stances, to transmit United States citizen- 
ship to their children. The passage of 


H. R. 3673 would also remove inequalities — 


of a minor nature, but its main purpose 
is to make the nationality rights of 
mothers equal to those of fathers. In 
fact, to accomplish this purpose some of 
the desired changes in the old law are 
indicated in the new draft by substituting 
the words “father or mother” for “father.” 
It is not hard to imagine some of the 
distressing consequences that might arise 
for mothers and young children from 
the present law. Harold Fields, Execu- 
tive Director of the National League for 
American Citizenship, in a recent article 
in Riguts, told a story that graphi- 
cally shows the need for equality in na- 
tionality. It concerns an American wom- 
an now living in the United States. 
“This woman,” he writes, “had mar- 
ried a native of Germany while on an ex- 
tended trip there. In the course of time, 


and while still there, she gave birth to 
a child and later still, she, the child, and 
her husband came to the United States 
to live. 

“Neither she nor her husband gave any 
thought to the possible alien status of the 
child because the mother assumed it was 
an American because she was herself an 
American-born woman. But the fact of 
the matter was that since the father was 
a German, and had not adopted Ameri- 
can citizenship, he was still an alien and 
the child was therefore considered by our 
government as an alien (born of an alien 
father, you see) the American nativity of 
the child’s mother to the contrary not- 
withstanding. 


“In the course of time the boy, her son, | 


was arrested for several offenses and at 
last was ordered deported as an alien. 
The mother was distracted. She pleaded 
that the boy was just as much her son as 
her husband’s, and that therefore it was 
just as logical to regard the boy’s alle- 
giance as American because of her birth- 
right, as consider him German because of 
her husband’s. 

“But the law is inexorable; it provides 
that citizenship of minors descends from 
the male parent only, and therefore ruled 
that the boy was, for that reason, a Ger- 
man like his father, and not an Ameri- 


“ean; Tike his mother. And so the mother 


was left facing the cruel, impersonal fact, 
that her son was being taken away from 
her because the male carried with him cer- 
tain rights which were unequal, unfair 
and unnecessary. The boy has been sent 
back to Germany, where he is a stranger 
to its people, its language, and its cus- 
toms, while his native-born mother grieves 
for him here.” 


HIS in brief explains the purpose of 

the Equal Rights Nationality Bill. 
Other questions are—what is its present 
status, why should it be considered an 
emergency measure, that is one that de- 
mands immediate passage, and also what 
can be done to secure its passage? 

In regard to its status, it is necessary 
to state as a preliminary that the bill was 
introduced in the Senate by Senator 
Royal 8S. Copeland (Democrat) of New 
York, on March 13, 1933; and in the 
House of Representatives by Represen- 
tative Samuel Dickstein (Democrat), of 
New York, on March 16, 1933. It was 
reported out of the House Immigration 
Committee on May 11 with the recom- 
mendation that it be adopted by the 
House and is now on the calendar of the 
House awaiting a vote. In the Senate it 
is still before the Immigration Committee. 

Why is it to be regarded as an emer- 
gency matter? Because the time is ripe 
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for its passage; the signs could hardly be 
more auspicious. 

First and foremost, because of its im- 
mediacy, is the fact that equality in na- 
tionality is the subject of a proposed 


treaty which the Conference of American - 


Republics now meeting at Montevideo, 
Uruguay, is being asked by the Inter 


American Commission of Women to rec- | 


ommend to the republics represented at 
the Conference. The United States dele- 
gation will be asked to take a stand upon 
the subject, so that it is of the utmost 
importance that the United States na- 
tionality law be equalized between men 
and women at the present -session of Con- 
gress. Otherwise, the United States will 
be in the position at the Montevideo Con- 
ference of advocating abroad a more lib- 
eral policy than it has been putting into 
practice at home, or else of repudiating 
the equality policy endorsed in recent 
years by the President, the Secretary of 


State and by Congress. 


N other words, the United States, by 

certain official acts of recent years, is 
already definitely pledged to the principle 
of equality. The passage of H. R. 3673 
will merely crystallize into law the stand 
this country has already taken on the 
subject on four separate occasions. 

The first instance was in March and 
April, 1930, at the first World Conference 


for the Codification of International Law 


which took place at The Hague under the 
auspices of the League of Nations. At 
this Conference there was proposed a Con- 
vention on Nationality which discrimi- 
nated against women, but the United 


States delegation, acting under instruc- 


tions from the President, voted against 
it, one of the grounds for the opposition 
of our Government, as stated, by the Act- 
ing Secretary of State, April 15, 1930, 
being that “We do not in our laws make 
differences—or make few or relatively un- 
important differences—as to the rights of 
men and women in matters of nationality.” 

The second time that the United States 
aligned itself on the side of equality in 
nationality was when the House of Rep- 
resentatives endorsed the vote of the 
United States Delegation at The Hague, 
May, 1930, in support of equality in 
nationality. 

The third occasion was the sending of 
a letter, June, 1931, by the Secretary of 
State to the League of Nations in support 
of the policy of equality in nationality. 
In this letter Secretary Stimson expressed 
regret that the United States was unable 
to sign the Convention on Nationality 
“because of the unsatisfactory provisions 
on two important points — expatriation 
and the nationality of married women.” 
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Lastly, just about a year later, the 
Secretary of State sent another letter to 
the League of Nations in support of 
equality in nationality. 

In other words, with the policy of the 
government clearly defined in official 
records as being in favor of equality in 
nationality and with the same question 
appearing on the agenda at Montevideo 
for the consideration of the representa- 
tives of all the American Republics, there 
can be no question of the urgency of the 
passage of this measure to establish equal- 
ity in nationality for women and men in 
the United States. 


OW is it to be done? To persuade 
Congress or any legislative body that 

a proposed bill should be changed into law 
it is necessary, first and foremost, to prove 
to the legislators that their constituents 
in sufficient number are advocating its 
passage. Votes are the only things that 
count, and it is necessary that voters who 
approach Representatives or Senators 
upon any question shall be constituents 
of those law-makers. The Senator or Rep- 
resentative from California may have go in- 
terest whatever, or very little, in the fact 


citizens of Maryland are clamoring 
for the passage of a law, but it is very 


different when telegrams, letters and dele- 
gations come pouring in from California. 
Each member of the Party should there- 
fore write or wire her own Senators and 
Representatives in Congress, and induce 
as many other residents and voters in her 
State to do likewise. Do this at once. 
The iron is hot, and half the battle lies 


in the promptness with which members of 


Congress—both Senators and Representa- 
tives—are approached. Members in States 
living close enough to Washington should 
arrange delegations to call on the law- 
makers. If possible, apprise them of in- 
justices in the nationality laws of which 
women of your own State have been vic- 
tims. Acquaint them of the favorable 
stand already taken by this country on 
equality in nationality, as cited above, 
and of the proposed treaty on the sub- 
ject now under consideration at Monte- 
video, where in this regard the United 
States, because of its announced policy, 
would naturally be expected to assume an 
attitude of leadership. 


Another good plan is to arrange meet- 
ings for the passage of resolutions calling 
on the Representatives from the district 
and the two Senators to support the bill; 
also to bring influence to bear to have or- 
ganizations other than, and in addition to, 
the National Woman’s Party draw up and 
pass such resolutions. 

Act now! Delay will take away the 
finest opportunity we have ever had for 
the passage of a measure that may lead 
to the wiping out of discriminations af.- 
fecting the women of a whole hemisphere. 


The bill itself reads: 


“Be it enacted by the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Con- 
gress assembled, That Section 1993 of 
the Revised Statutes is amended to 
read as follows: 

“Section 1993. Any child here- 
after born out of the limits and juris- 
diction of the United States, whose 
father or mother at the time of the 
birth of such child is a citizen of the 
United States, is declared to be a 


THE LIFTING POWER 
By Florence Stratford-Barnes 


A woman was the mother of our faith 
above; 

A woman shaped the father of the land we 
love. 

Women and mothers since life was begun, 

Have been the lifting power beneath each 
great son. 


When planters and pilgrims launched their | 


tiny ships, 

On the decks stood women with prayer on 
their lips. 

When the covered wagons toiled across 
the plains, 

Brave-eyed women held the horses’ reins. 


There were no jewels on the roughened 
hands 


‘That helped in the shaping of those new 
made lands. 

When Indian arrows brought the pioneer 
death, 

The women fought on to their own last 
breath. 


They swept their cabins and scrubbed the 
floor ; 


Mothers of many beeame mothers of more. 


- They sent their sons to the front with a 


prayer; 
Gold Star Mothers were intent! 


Today our women, with a steady hand, 

Are guiding the rulers of this harassed 
land. 

God give them the blessing of strength to 
keep 

This dear land free and the old faith deep. 


citizen of the United States: Provided, 
That if one parent is an alien such 
alien is not of a race ineligible to 


citizenship; but the rights of citizen-. 


ship shall not descend to any such 


child unless the citizen father or citi- 


zen mother, as the case may be, has 
resided in the United States previous 
to the birth of such child and unless 
the child, previous to his eighteenth 
birthday, returns to the United States 
and resides therein for at least five 
years continuously’. 

“Section 2. Section 5 of the Act 
entitled ‘An Act in reference to the 
expatriation of citizens and their pro- 
tection abroad,’ approved March 2, 
1907, as amended, is amended to read 
as follows: 

“Section 5. That a child born 
without the United States of alien 
parents shall be deemed a citizen of 


Equal Rights 


the United States by virtue of the 
naturalization of or resumption of 
- American citizenship by the father or 
the mother: Provided, That such 
naturalization or resumption shall 
_ take place during the minority of such 
child: And provided further, That the 
citizenship of such minor child shall 
begin at the time such minor child 
begins to reside permanently in the 
United States’. | 

“Section 3. A citizen of the United 
States may upon marriage to a for- 
eigner make a formal renunciation of | 
his or her United States citizenship 
before a court having jurisdiction 
over naturalization of aliens, but no 
citizen may make such renunciation © 
in time of war, and if war shall be. 
declared within one year after such 
renunciation then such renunciation 
shall be void. 

“Section 4. Section 2 of the Act 
entitled ‘An Act relative to the natu- 
zalization and citizenship of married 
women,’ approved September 22, 1922, 
is amended to read as follows: 

“‘Section 2. That an alien who 
marries a citizen of the United States, 
after the passage of this Act, as here 
amended, or an alien whose husband | 
or wife is naturalized after the pas- 
sage of this Act, as here amended, 
shall not become a citizen of the 

- United States by reason of such mar- 
riage or naturalization; but, if. eli- 
gible to citizenship, he or she may be 
naturalized upon full and complete 
compliance with all requirements of 
the naturalization laws, with the fol- 
lowing exceptions: 

“‘(a) No declaration of intention 

shall.be.required, .. <BR 

(bh) In lieu of the five-year period 
of residence within the United States 
and the one-year period of residence 
within the State or Territory where 
the naturalization court is held, he 
or she shall have resided continuously 
in the United States, Hawaii, Alaska, 
or Porto Rico for at least three years 
immediately preceding the filing of 
the petition’. 

“Section 5. The following Acts and 
parts of Acts, respectively, are re- | 
pealed: The Act entitled ‘An Act 
providing for the naturalization of 
the wife and minor children of insane 

aliens, making homestead entries 
under the land laws of the United 
States,’ approved February 24, 1911; 
subdivision ‘Sixth’ of Section 4 of the 
Act entitled ‘An Act to establish a 
Bureau of Immigration and Naturali- 
zation, and to provide for a uniform 
rule for the naturalization of aliens 
throughout the United States,’ ap- . 

proved June 1906; and Section 8 
of the Act entitled ‘An Act relative 
to the naturalization and citizenship 
of married women,’ approved Septem- 
ber 22, 1922, as said section was 
added by the Act approved July 3, 
1930, entitled ‘An Act to amend an 
Act entitled “An Act relative to natu- 
ralization and citizenship of married 
women,” approved September 22, 
1922’, 

“The repeal herein made of Acts and 
parts of Acts shall not affect any right or 


privilege or terminate any citizenship 


acquired under such Acts and parts of 


Acts before such repeal.” 
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New Drive Against Injustice Begin 


ship of Sara B. Cummings, Chair- 


U NDER the spirited and able leader- 


man of the Philadelphia City 
Branch of the National Woman’s Party 
and Acting State Chairman of Pennsyl- 
vania, the program for the First Regional 
Convention of the Woman’s Party is be- 
ing rapidly whipped into shape. 

The convention will be held January 13 
and 14 at Harrisburg, the capital of 
Pennsylvania, where the State Legisla- 
ture is now in session. As in other parts 
of the country, a terrific struggle is being 
waged in that State to secure complete 
masculine control of employment in in- 
dustry. House Bill 125, providing a mini- 
mum wage for women, and House Bill 
149, forbidding night work for women, 
have both passed the House. In addition, 
an amendment has been proposed to the 
State liquor control bill which prohibits 
women from being employed as waitresses 
in any places where liquor is sold and 
which, if passed, will throw thousands of 
Pennsylvania women and their depend- 
ents out of work. ; 


Needless to say, the Woman’s Party, 
under Mrs. Cummings’ leadership, is lin- 
ing up the justice-loving women and men 
of the State to exert pressure upon the 
Senate to defeat these measures. Mrs, 
Cummings is being assisted by Elizabeth 
Baker of Harrisburg and-Arabel-Clark of 
Philadelphia, both of whom have enviable 
records as lobbyists in the Pennsylvania 
Legislature and are among the most high- 
ly honored and respected women in the 
State. 


Mrs. Cummings herself has written a 


personal letter to every Pennsylvania 


State Senator, and: is leaving no stone 
unturned to make the women of Pennsyl- 
vania — waitresses, saleswomen, store- 
keepers and others—realize what sacri- 
fices and hardships lie ahead if these un- 
just bills are transmuted into law. Hun- 
dreds of letters and telegrams are being 
sent, and delegations of their constituents 
are being arranged to call upon each leg- 
islator. 


However, even if the bills pass, Mrs. 
Cummings declares, it will not mean de- 
feat. “Our fight then,” she says, “will 
have just begun.” 

Five States comprise the region that 
will send delegates to the convention— 
Delaware, Maryland, New Jersey and 
New York, in addition to Pennsylvania. 
But it is hoped that Party members from 
many other States will show their inter- 
est by attending and taking part in the 
discussions which will center about prob- 
lems which vitally concern the welfare of 
women in every State. 


Another reason why a large steendiones 
is hoped for and expected is, that the idea 
of dividing the Party up into regional 


divisions that will be more or less 
autonomous, supplementing the present 
plan of organization along State, city and 
county lines, is one of the plans for in- 
creasing the effectiveness of the Party 
and enlarging its membership that is be- 
ing promulgated and fostered by Sarah 
T. Colvin, the recently-elected National 
Chairman. The Harrisburg Convention 
will mark the initial step in the working 
out of that plan, and it will also be the 
first time that members of the Party gen- 
erally will have the opportunity to greet 
Mrs. Colvin in her new role as National 
Chairman. Mrs. Colvin is coming all the 
way from her home in St. Paul, Minne- 
sota, to open the convention, and it is 
expected that her dynamic presence will 
instill new life, enthusiasm and a more 
determined will to go forward into the 
struggle to make the American woman, 
legally and in evéry other respect, the 
equal of the American man. 

A tentative program for the two-day 
sessons was published in the last issue 
of Equat Ricuts. Mrs. Cummings has 
since announced that, following the open- 
ing of the convention, Saturday morning, 
by Mrs. Colvin, Florence Bayard Hilles, 
who preceded Mrs. Colvin as National 
Chairman, will preside at the morning 
business session, and Anita Pollitzer, Na- 
tional Congressional Chairman, will pre- 
side at the morning Conference on Con- 
gressional Work. Elizabeth Baker of 
Harrisburg will be toastmistress at the 


_ Saturday luncheon and Amelia Himes 


Walker of Baltimore at the Sunday 
luncheon. Betty McGing, Goucher Col- 
lege senior and acting chairman of the 
National Students’ Council of the Party, 


has called a meeting of the Council for 


2 P. M., Saturday, at which permanent 
national officers will be elected. 

Other details of the program will be 
announced as soon as they are filled in, 
and our readers are asked to look for con- 
vention announcements in succeeding is- 
sues, and meanwhile to lay plans to at- 
tend what will assuredly be a notable 
event in the annals of the Party. As 
was the case with the recent Biennial 
in Wilmington, the Harrisburg Conven- 
tion is being held on Saturday and Sun- 
day to make it easier for business, indus- 
trial and professional women to attend, 
and also to secure the benefit of reduced 
week-end railroad rates. 

So much for the general plan. To nar- 
row down the struggle which the women 
of Pennsylvania are making to a specific 
instance—no doubt, conditions are, by 
and large, the same in all other States— 
we call our readers’ attention to the wait- 
resses’ bill. It has received a great deal 
of publicity, not because it is any differ- 
ent, from the standpoint of justice, from 
other discriminatory measures introduced 
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at Harrisburg, but because women are 
“news” and anything pertaining to the 
liquor question is “news.” The story is 
perhaps best told in the newspaper no- 


tices, which are printed below—seriatim 


and in full: 


Three notices appeared November 23, 
as follows: 


Philadelphia Record: The new 
clause in the State liquor control bill 
prohibiting women from serving beer 
or liquor was militantly denounced 
last night. 

“The National Woman’s Party is 
vigorously opposed to that provision,” 
declared Mrs. J. Franklin Cummings, 
Philadelphia chairman of the organ- 
ization. “The amendment will mean 
untold hardship to thousands of 
women and their dependents . Our 
Legislature seems to forget that often 
women have as many dependents as 
men do—old mothers, children, mar- 
ried sisters whose husbands can’t or 
won’t support them, and so on. 

“That clause means that every girl 
and woman employed as a waitress 
in every place where beer is served 
would be fired when the liquor con- | 
trol law became effective, December 
5S. And fired for no reason except 

that such a rankly discriminatory law 
was allowed to pass unchallenged. 

“The National Woman’s Party in 
this State will fight this clause to 
the limit to protect the thousands of 


.. decent,. reputable women employed-as 


| waitresses in restaurants and cafes 
where beer now is served, and where 
perhaps liquor will be served after 
repeal.” 

Waitresses in Frankford taprooms 
met yesterday to protest against the 
clause and to organize against it. 

Catherine Copeland, a waitress in 
the Jolly Post Restaurant and Tap- 
room, Frankford avenue and Ortho- 
dox street, suggested the clause 
might be changed to permit wait- 
resses to serve at canes, but not 
across the bar. 


Philadelphia Ledger: The Phila- 
delphia Branch of the National 
Woman’s Party is vigorously opposed 
to the proposed amendment to the 
State liquor control bill, which pro- 
hibits women from being employed in 
restaurants, cafes and other places 
where liquor is sold, it was an- 
nounced last night by Mrs. J. Frank- 
lin Cummings, chairman of the local 
unit. 

“We are opposed to this legisla- 
tion,” she said, “because it will work 
such a hardship upon women who 
have to work for their living or sup- 
port dependents. It would mean un- 
told hardship to thousands of fami- 
lies. 

“The National Weman’s Party op- 
poses all legislation which discrimi- 
nates against women in industry, 
business and profession.” 


Philadelphia Inquirer: The Na- 
tional Woman’s Party, through its 
Philadelphia chairman, Mrs. J. 
Franklin Cummings, last night ex- 
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pressed opposition to the proposed 
amendment to the liquor control bill 
before the Legislature, which would 
prevent the employment of women in 
hotels, restaurants and taprooms 
where beer is sold. 

“T am surprised,” said Mrs. Cum- 
mings, “that Representative Sowers 
would sponsor such an amendment. 
It represents unjust discrimination 
against women, and would work un- 
told hardships against thousands of 
homes where women are the major 
breadwinners. This so-called legisla- 
tion in the name of humanity is un- 
fair and inhumane. Our Party is un- 
alterably opposed to it.” 


On November 29, the following letter, 
written by Mary Winsor of Haverford, an 
outstanding Pennsylvania member of the 
Party, appeared in: 

The Philadelphia Record: Please 
permit me to call your readers’ at- 
tention to the discrimination against 
working women by both Federal and 
State governments. The latest attack 
is contained in the McClure bill, 
which expressly forbids women serv- 
ing malt or alcoholic liquors. This 
means that thousands of waitresses 
may lose their jobs and no barmaids 
may be employed in Pennsylvania. 
The increase in jobs that the end of 
prohibition is expected to bring about 
will mean a decrease for women. 

The English are saner than we and 


consider the occupation of barmaid 
respectable and proper. But in this 
silly State of Pennsylvania after De- 
cember 5 it will be legal and proper 
for any woman to sit down at a table 
in a hotel or restaurant and enjoy a 
drink, but the woman who carries 
that drink to her on a tray would be 
committing an illegal and immoral 
act. 

Of course, such laws are not merely 
silly; they are perfectly in keeping 
with the general policy of discrimina- 
tion against wage-earning women. 

Eight N. R. A. codes have recently 
been adopted embodying discrimina- 
tions against women, seven with pro- 
vision for unequal pay and one bar- 
ring women from night work, the lat- 
ter causing the replacement of wom- 
en. by men and boys. 

It is a terrible step backward that 
such inequalities should be embodied 
in our Federal laws and that practi- 
cally all of the employment provided 
should be for masculine workers. 


Editorial comment on the question ap- 
peared under the caption, “The Solons 
Meet the Crisis,” December 2, in 

The Philadelphia Record: Some 
of the weird results of liquor legisla- 
tion this past month, by the State 

Legislatures of the Republic: | 

Montana: Sales only in State- 
owned stores, with no more than one 
store to a county. Some delay in 


Equal Rights 


prospect, because the State, which 
will operate the stores, doesn’t have 
any money with which to start them. 

Massachusetts: Sale in only those 
restaurants which bar the presence of 
women. 

Rhode Island: Drug stores to han- 
dle bulk of sales, selling no more than 
one quart to one customer at one 
time. 

South Carolina: Importation of 
one quart of liquor every month per- 
missible to persons who make appli- 
cation to a county judge. 

_ Tennessee: Sales prohibited with- 
in four miles of a school. 

All objections heard, all protests 
considered, Pennsylvania seems 
have kept ‘within the bounds of san- 


ity. 

Finally, at the risk of being accused of 
irrelevancy, but to prove the universality 
of our problems, we reprint the following, 
sent out from Atlantic sae Ave under date of 


December 3, by the: 


Associated Press: Women won’t 
drink or serve drinks at bars in this 
city, if Mayor Bacharach has his way. 
He will incorporate two rules in a 
proposed ordinance: 

1—No women shall be allowed to 
stand either in front of or in back of 
the bar. 

2—No saloon shall be seat et to 
‘maintain a side room. 


Mrs. Hudson Re-Elected Virginia Chairman 


T a large and enthusiastic meeting, 
A November 24, in Richmond, Mrs. 


Robert Fletcher Hudson was re- 
elected State President of the Virginia 
Branch of the National Woman’s Party. 

The other officers elected were: Mrs. 
Walter Adams of Norfolk, vice-president ; 
Mrs. Roy K. Flannagan, second vice-presi- 
dent; Mary Maurice Lockwood of Claren- 
don, third vice-president; Mrs. Frank Job- 
son, fourth vice-president; Mrs. Charles 
Mosbey, fifth vice-president; Elsie Graff, 
sixth vice-president; Marion Read, secre- 
tary; Mrs. George Pridgeon, assistant sec- 
retary; Mrs. Charles Murray, treasurer ; 
Salada Burleigh, assistant treasurer; 
Mrs. Benjamin Lovenstein, legal adviser ; 
and Eunice Dyson, legislative chairman. 

Members of the new advisory board 
include: Millian Somerville, chairman, 
Mrs. Fred Ganns, Martha Deane Jones, 
Mrs. M. E. Bristow, Mrs. L. Sauer Dun- 
ston, Mrs. Sam Moody, Mary Danner, 
Elsie Graff, Janie Ritchie, Eunice Dyson, 
Alma MacKimmie, Mrs. Robert Fitz- 
gerald and Elsie McGeorge. 

Mrs. E. M. Bristow heads the enter- 


tainment committee, the membership of 


which includes Mabel Barber, Ruth Davis, 
Elsie Graff, Mrs. Sam Moody and Mrs. 
Charles Murray. Other committees and 
their chairmen are: 

Decorations—Mary Danner, chairman; 
Bertha Sawyer, Lillie Thacker and Wil- 
mer Near. 


. Committee forthe Sick — Mra, L. V. 


Evans, chairman; Janie Ritchie, Mrs. 


George Pridgeon, Mrs. Walter Brittle and 
Mrs. George Ritchie. 


Hostesses — Lillian Joyce, chairman; 
Elsie Pierce, Martha Dyson, Wilmer 
Near, Doris Brittle and Ruth Barber. 

Membership Committee—Mrs. Charles 
Krouse, chairman, Mrs. Walter Edwards, 
Mrs. Walter Davis, Mrs. Homer Wood, 
Mrs. George E. Field, Mrs. R. G. Barber, 
and Mrs. David Bottoms. 

Mrs. Hudson gave her annual report 
as Virginia State President and Elsie 


Graff outlined the events of the recent | 


Biennial Convention of the National 
Woman’s Party in Wilmington. 

Two splendid addresses followed the busi- 
ness session. The speakers were Eudora 


Ramsay Richardson, author, whose subject | 


was “Woman’s Party in the Economic Re- 
adjustment” and Jane Stuart Durham 
who gave an entertaining talk on “Three 
Meals a Day in Mexico” which she illu- 
strated with pictures of fruits and flowers 
commonly used in Mexico. 

Summarizing the “frontiers” which 
have been crossed by women in their fight 


“for equality, Mrs. Richardson said that 


the women of America must assume the 
responsibility in attacking the economic 
frontier, which is new territory for them. 
“Woman’s point of view differs from that 
of the average man, in that women think 


in terms of human values,” she stated. 
“And to set the world on its feet again, 
more concentration is needed on these 
values.” She added that women were more 
adjustable than men, because, perhaps, 
they had to be. This quality will serve 
them well, she believes, in the attempt to 
better conditions, for the new situation 
will need adjustable minds. 

Mrs. Richardson pointed out the fact 
that it was not women going into indus- 
try which had caused the present condi- 
tion, but the concentration of wealth in 
the hands of a few. Quoting from Stuart 


_Chase’s recent book, she enumerated the 


three ways out of the “depression.” Her 
choice of these was evolution. “This will 
mean radical changes, but through a slow 
process. The depression has advanced 
us,” she stated, “and women will think 
more of what these changes will be. They 
will be less gullible in the future in ‘be- 
lieving the propaganda distributed.” 

In conclusion, Mrs. Richardson pointed 
out the real aim of civilization—an eco- 
nomic condition in which men and women 
worked together for social justice. 

Meetings of the Virginia Branch are 
held the first Monday of every month. 
Virginians not affiliated with the [Na- 
tional Woman’s Party who are interested 
in its work to secure justice for women 
should communicate with Mrs. Hudson 
at her home, 1603 Grove Avenue, Rich- 
mond, Virginia. 


x 
ay 
4 
2 
4 
SRA 
ay 
4 
4 
aap 
q 
ag 
ag 
i 
“4 
* 
Bat 
+ 
th 
a 
4 
B 
q 


= 


December 16, 1933 


Furloughs for Married Women 
COMMITTEE composed of employee 
representatives and management rep- 

resentatives of the Bell Telephone Com- 

panies met August 28 in Chicago for the 
purpose of reviewing and discussing the 
application of the telephone companies’ 
code under the National Industrial Recov- 
ery Act. The following excerpts taken 
from the minutes of the meeting should be 
of interest to readers of Equa. Ricurts. 

The Mr..Lyons who is mentioned is the 

representative of the employees, and the 

chairman referred to is the representative 
of the managements. 


Mr. Lyons asked, “Does the code 
effect the present status of independ- 
ent married women?” Answered: 
No—the code makes no mention of 
these. Mr. Lyons asked if there was 
any change in our policy regarding 
layoff of married women; that this 
condition was the cause of much com- 
ment and dissatisfaction among the 
plant force in general; that while it 
had been answered before, the reasons 
governing the policy did not seem to — 
be thoroughly understood and em- 
ployees would appreciate further dis- 
cussion on it. The Chairman stated 
that there could be no hard and fast 
rule regarding layoff treatment of 


Carries On UT of compli- 


Bayard Tradition ment to the 
The Star, National Chairman, 


Mrs. Florence Bay- 
ard Hilles, the Na- 
tional Woman’s 
Party is giving Del- 
aware the distinction of having its first 
national party convention, and the oc- 


Wilmington, Del., 
November 5, 1933. 


currence serves to call attention to the 


fact that not only in the male line does 
the Bayard family achieve distinction, 
for Mrs. Hilles is the sister of former 
Senator Thomas F.. Bayard and descend- 
ant of four other Senators Bayard. She 
is the daughter of the late Thomas F. 
Bayard who was the first American Min- 
ister to the Court of St. James to have 
the title of ambassador, in addition to 
having been Senator and Secretary of 
State under President Cleveland. 

When Mrs. Hilles was chosen chairman, 
the Woman’s Party organ, Equat Ricurs, 
among other things, said of her: 


Florence Bayard Hilles, who on 
January 1 became Chairman of the 
National Council of the Woman’s 
Party, won her spurs as a White 
House picket. She had the courage 
to face and serve a prison sentence, 

_ She had the conviction necessary to 
make it seem worth while, and she 
had the self-abnegation essential to 
all successful group action. 


Feminist Notes 


married women as compared with lay- 
off treatment of others, for the follow- 
ing reasons: 

We have some married women per- 
forming very efficiently the jobs as- | 
signed to them; by hard work, loyalty — 
and ambition they have earned the 
right to the position; they have ac- 
quired experience in the job and con- 
sequently a newcomer on the job 
could not at best do the job as well. 
It would be manifestly unfair to se- 
lect these employees for layoff simply | 


_ because they are married. A woman 


selected for layoff just because she 
was married would properly compare 
her situation to that of a young un- 
married woman employee who lives 
at home, does not have to contribute 
_ to the family support—both being 
capable employees, meeting the re- 
quirements of the job fully, and to lay 
off one because she is married and 
keep the other would be manifestly 
unfair. No successful employment 
policy can be so solidly influenced by 
family or marital conditions. Many 
of our married women, even though 
their husbands are employed, have 
obligations to support others, and 
management cannot see any justifi- 
cation for any hard and fast rule 
which would arbitrarily deny employ- 
ment of women just because they are 
married. | 
Question was asked, “Is it not a 


.Press-Comment 


Mrs. Hilles is spiritually a perfect 
leader for the Woman’s Party, for in — 
her character she epitomizes the or- 
ganization that she represents. She 
believes, she dares, and yet she can 
hew close to the line. 

The National Woman’s Party is to 
be congratulated upon having Mrs. 
Hilles as its National Chairman, par- 
ticularly at this time when the eco- 
nomic welfare of women the world 
over is in jeopardy. 


After the success of the long fight for 
woman suffrage with which she had been 
so prominently identified, Mrs. Hilles 
was not content to rest upon her laurels 


as a leader in that cause but with the 


same courage that marked her sacrifices 
for suffrage she has given her time~and 
effort to the campaign for Equal Rights, 
especially in industry. The appraisal of 
her work by her colleagues is aptly shown 
in a letter from Elsie Hill, who says: 


“Let me state here that for patience 
and wisdom you have shown a most 
remarkable genius in your work as 
chairman. Please don’t hold the 
thought of giving it up. Your gallant 
sporting attitude in the Feminist 
crisis is priceless and irreplaceable. 
Your particular quality and spirit 
has brought invigoration and joy to 
the movement at a time of apparently 
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fact that some of the departments in 
the company are laying off or putting 
all married women on furloughs?” 
Answered: That such a policy was not 
in effect in any department. In some 
departments where there can be as- 
surance that a job will be available 
upon a specified return date, married 
women have been invited to take fur- 
loughs and many have done so, and 
this has been done to some extent in 
the plant department, but no depart- 
ment is separating women from their 
jobs because they are married. 


Kentucky Woman Wins Shrievalty 
NUMBER of women have served as 


sheriffs by appointment in Kentucky, 
but Lurine Humphries of Cadiz, Trigg 


‘county, is one of the first Kentucky wom- 


en to be elected to the shrievalty. She 
has been a deputy sheriff since 1919. 


Philippine Women Enfranchised 
HILIPPINE women are placed on the 
same electoral basis as men in the new 

suffrage bill just passed by the insular 

legislature. They must be 21 years of 
age, able to read and write, and possess 
property worth at least $250. The bill 


will not become law until after January 1, — 


1935. 


overwhelming rebuffs. Both the re- 
buffs and your steady fearlessness 
have roused women, who will always 
remain indebted to you for what you 
have done this year in particular.” 


In the field she has chosen for her 
activities, Mrs. Hilles ably carries on the 
traditional public service of the Bayards. 


Ladies Versus 


AN a lady re- 

Prison Boards main a_ lady 

: and serve on the 

prison board? This 


September 28, 1933. out of a plan 


| broached by lead- 
ers of the City and County Federation of 


- Women’s Clubs to have a woman appoint- 


ed to fill the vacancy caused by the death 
of Charles L. Neumiller. 

Julian Alco holds it cannot be done 
and declares the board no place for a 
woman. He has even hinted that male 


_ Members of the board have declared they 


would not stay on the board if a woman 
were named. 

Mrs. Lola Gibson, industrial and social 
service chairman of the federation, has 
been instructed to bring in a resolution at 
tomorrow’s board meeting of the federa- 


tion urging the appointment of a woman - 


on the board, but the matter may be 
taken under advisement following Alco’s 
statement. 


question has arisen | 
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Biennial Postscript _ 
NQUIRIES are being made by mem- 
bers of the Party as to the fate of a 
resolution proposed by Maud Younger at 
the recent Biennial Convention in Wil- 


mington to the effect that money left to 


the Party by Mrs. O. H. P. Belmont, its 
late president, . “be conservatively in- 
vested and that only the income be spent.” 
In the report of the proceedings of the 
convention, which appeared in Equa, 
Rieuts of November 11, it was stated 


that “after considerable discussion” (at 


the Saturday morning, November 4,. ses- 


sion) “a motion was carried to postpone. 


action on this resolution.” The account 
did not state that the resolution was 
unanimously adopted at a.subsequent ses- 
sion, an omission which Equa. Ricuts is 
glad to make good at this time. 


The Bitter Truth 


CONVENTION of the women’s di- 


vision of the N. R. A. in New York 
City was held Monday, December 4, at 
the Hotel Biltmore for the purpose of 
stressing the importance of women’s sup- 


port of the Recovery Act. One speaker, — 
setting the keynote of the convention, de- 
clared that it depended largely upon the 
- women of America whether the country 
kept going along the straight road to re- _ 
covery. This was the theme of the entire 


program. | | 

The uniform emphasis by the speakers 
on the important place of women in the 
N. R. A. program brought only one dis- 
senting note. Olive Stott Gabriel, presi- 
dent of the National Association of Wom- 
en Lawyers, was the dissenter. In ques- 
tioning George Alger, author of the coat 


| News from the Field 


and suit code, who in his speech had 
placed great emphasis upon the “fairness” 
of the codes, Mrs. Gabriel asked, “Is it 
not a fact that in the code of the industry 
you represent there is a discrimination 
in wages between men and women?” Mr. 
Alger thought it was just something like 
ten cents an hour. Mrs. Gabriel replied: 
“Ten cents an hour is fifty cents a day, 
$2.50 a week. That amount is sufficient 
to pay carfare and lunches for a worker. 
You admit this discrimination, but, if 
women are expected to support the codes, 
then the codes should provide equal pay 


for women instead of a lower figure for 


women’s wages.” 


Great applause from the women of the . 


audience greeted Mrs. Gabriel’s remarks. 


Emma Dot Partridge, chairman of the 
Women’s Division, who presided, re-- 


marked, “The chair agrees with the last 
speaker.” 
Poets’ Council Meeting 
YRTLE R. PATTERSON, Chairman 
of the Poets’ Council of the District 


of Columbia Branch of the National Wom- 


an’s Party, has written an interesting ac- 


count of the last meeting of the Council: — 


On Tuesday, November 21, at Alva 
Belmont House, the attractive head- 
quarters of the National. Woman’s 
Party, rich in historical associations, 
the Poets’ Council held its opening 
meeting of the season when Shake- 
spearean numbers and music featured 
the evening. 

The opening address was effectively 
delivered by Ruth Taunton, writer 
and publisher, in a message of en- 


couragement and praise to our con- ~— 


temporary poets. 
Dr. E. V. Wilcox, lecturer, editor 
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and president of the Shakespeare 
Society, gave an interesting resumé, 
“Waves of Literature,” comparing the 
popularity of Shakespeare with that 
of other poets in various stages of 
our poetical history. Mabel Owen 
Wilcox, actress and Dramatic Direc- 
tor of the Shakespeare Society, artis- 
tically presented two Shakespearean. 
scenes, one from “The Merchant of 
Venice,” the other from the last act 
of “King Lear.” es 
Margaret Louise O’Brien, a gifted 


lyric soprano of the South, whose. | 


charming personality and lovely voice 
have won her much admiration in 
Eastern musical circles, sang a group 
of lyrics, old Southern love and Irish 
folk songs. Mrs. Howard J. Kloss- 
ner, an accomplished pianist of St. 
Paul and Washington, played several 
special selections of classical and 
modern compositions. 

Among the distinguished visiting 
poets called on for impromptu read- 
ings were Florence Stratford-Barnes, 
Poetry Chairman of the District of 
Columbia Federation of Women’s 
Clubs, and Dr. Edouard Chauvat, 
former Poet Laureate for the Regions 
de l’Ouest de la France. 

The increasing interest in the meet- 
ings of the Poets’ Council is a stimu- 
lus and inspiration to our poets—as 
Shelley said, the “unrecognized legis- 
latures of the world”—and it is these 
“workers of words” who are anxious 
to help make the world better and ‘to 


_ understand the purposes of the Na- 


tional Woman’s Party — “ 


- Rights in All Human Relations.” 


19 West Chase Street 


Subwibe for EQUAL. RIGHTS 
Year 
Baltimore, Md. 


WHEN CHRISTMAS 
BELLS RING 


That ushers in a glad oecasion at the 
Dodge. 

Come early enough to catch the spirit 
of Christmas joy when the wreaths are 
hung and the Christmas tree goes up. 
Enjoy our Christmas Party—a delicious 
‘Holiday Dinner ¢oncocted by our Chef— 
and the singing of carols and spirituals 
by our employees. 


Be our very welcome Christmas guest! 


THE DODGE HOTEL 
Washington, D. C. 


DAY PRINTING COMPANY 
PUBLICATIONS AND BOOKS 


600 East Lombard Street 
Baltimore, Md. 


if 
a 

$ 

j 

4 
F 
| 

4 

4 j 
q 
| 
| 
Equal 
ais 
ae 

he 

3 

i 

; 4 
4 

q 

- 

4 

ta | 
« Adi . q 
A 
> 

; 


